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Advisory Action 



The proposed amendments will not be entered because they change the scope 
of the claimed invention and require further search and consideration. Specifically, the 
scope of the first and second sublicenses have been narrowed to require them being 
separate in a manner that the first sublicense and the second sublicense being separate 
in a manner that the first sublicense includes a subcondition specific for the first content 
and the second sublicense includes a subcondition specific for the second content. In 
the interest of compact prosecution, it is unclear how this amendment would overcome 
the teaching of an ECM containing sublicenses specific to multiple content as taught by 
Hamada (col. 1 1 , line 64-col. 1 2, line 1 1 and col. 1 6, line 54-col. 1 7, line 1 4 and lines 
52-65). Since the claim requires that both sublicenses are added to the first content, 
they arrive together with the first content. Merely calling them separate does no impart 
a specific meaning because they arrive together. The claim already required the broad 
feature each sublicense corresponded to a specific content. Now they are required to 
include a subcondition specific to each content. This new feature however does not 
make them distinguishable to an ECM containing multiple sublicenses that are specific 
to individual content. From the meaning of licenses it is inherent they will have 
subconditions regulating the use of the content. Therefore, no patentable weight would 
be given to the word 'separate' as presented in the proposed amendments. 
/M. R. V./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2431 
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